REMARKS 

Claims 1-86 are now pending in the application. By this amendment, Claims 58- 
86 have been added and Claims 1-57 have been cancelled without prejudice or 
disclaimer of the subject matter contained therein. The basis for these new claims can 
be found throughout the specification, claims, and drawings originally filed. No new 
matter has been added. The preceding new claims and the following remarks are 
believed to be fully responsive to the outstanding Office Action and are believed to 
place the application in condition for allowance. 

The Examiner is respectfully requested to reconsider and withdraw the rejections 
in view of the new claims and remarks contained herein. 

Double Patenting 

Claims 1-57 stand provisionally rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over Claims 1-31 and 38-44 
of co-pending Application No. 1 0/288, 246. This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

Applicant respectfully submits that this rejection is moot as Claims 1-57 have 
been cancelled without prejudice. Accordingly, reconsideration and withdrawal of the 
rejection is respectfully requested. 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. §112 

Claims 32-34 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
Applicant regards as the invention. This rejection is respectfully traversed. 
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Applicant respectfully submits that this rejection is moot as Claims 32-34 have 
been cancelled without prejudice. Accordingly, reconsideration and withdrawal of the 
rejection is respectfully requested. 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. §102 

Claims 1-55 and 57 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Gokimoto et al. (U.S. Pat. No. 4,484,776). 

Claims 1-55 and 57 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Siebler (U.S. Pat. No. 4,636,003). 

Claims 1-55 and 57 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Ercilla (U.S. Pat. No. 4,700,989). 

Claims 1-55 and 57 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Fourrey et al. (U.S. Pat. No. 4,736,985). 

Claims 1-55 and 57 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Tame (U.S. Pat. No. 6,523,899). 

Claims 1-57 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Tame (U.S. Pat. No. 6,520,581). 

Claims 1-55 and 57 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Schaefer et al. (U.S. Pat. No. 6,000,742). 

These rejections are respectfully traversed. 

Independent Claims 58 and 71 each call for a seat adjustment mechanism 
having a first latch mechanism, a first kneel mechanism, and a first recliner mechanism, 
wherein operation of the recliner mechanism is prohibited if either of the first latch 
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mechanism or first kneel mechanism is in an unlocked state. See Specification at pg. 2, 
Paragraph [0006] and pg. 3, Paragraph [0003]. 

Independent Claims 81 and 84 call for a seat adjustment mechanism and a seat 
assembly, respectively, having a first kneel mechanism providing translation of a seat 
bottom relative to a vehicle in an unlocked state and preventing translation of the seat 
bottom relative to the vehicle in a locked state. Furthermore, each of Claims 81 and 84 
call for a first recliner mechanism coupled to the seat bottom and a seat back. The 
recliner mechanism provides selective rotation of the seat back relative to the seat 
bottom and prevents rotation of the seat back relative to the seat bottom when the first 
kneel mechanism is in the unlocked state. See Specification at pg. 2, Paragraph [0006], 
pg. 3, Paragraph [0003], and FIGS. 45-50. 

The prior art of record fails to teach a kneel mechanism in mechanical 
communication with a recliner mechanism such that the recliner mechanism is 
prevented from operation when the kneel mechanism is in an unlocked state. 
Therefore, the prior art of record fails to teach each and every element of the present 
invention. 

Because the prior art of record fails to teach a kneel mechanism in mechanical 
communication with a recliner mechanism such that the recliner mechanism is 
prevented from operation when the kneel mechanism is in an unlocked state, Applicant 
respectfully submits that the prior art of record fails to teach each and every element of 
the present invention. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully submits that independent 
Claims 58, 71,81, and 84, as well as Claims 59-70, 72-80, 82-83, and 85-86 dependent 
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therefrom, are in condition for allowance. Therefore, reconsideration and withdrawal of 
the rejection is respectfully requested. 



Conclusion 

It is believed that all of the stated grounds of rejection have been properly 
traversed, accommodated, or rendered moot. Applicant therefore respectfully requests 
that the Examiner reconsider and withdraw all presently outstanding rejections. It is 
believed that a full and complete response has been made to the outstanding Office 
Action, and as such, the present application is in condition for allowance. Thus, prompt 
and favorable consideration of this amendment is respectfully requested. If the 
Examiner believes that personal communication will expedite prosecution of this 
application, the Examiner is invited to telephone the undersigned at (248) 641-1600. 



Harness, Dickey & Pierce, P.L.C. 
P.O. Box 828 

Bloomfield Hills, Michigan 48303 
(248)641-1600 

MM/MHS:ca 



Respectfully submitted, 
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